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The Doha Agreement between the Lebanese parties is a breakthrough that may be transformed into a decisive achievement if Qatar manages to build a relationship between the state and the organized groups, a relationship that rests on the following self-evident concept: there can be no multiplicity of security in any stable country. For sovereignty grants states the right to monopolize the use of arms and compels them to extend their security over all their territories. As the signed Doha Agreement has coincided with an announcement of secret Syrian-Israeli negotiations conducted through Turkish mediation, an opportunity has arisen for a new serious proposition with respect to Hezbollah keeping its arms under the pretext of resisting Israel's occupation of Lebanese territories, primarily in reference to the Shebaa Farms. 

Developments on the Lebanese front in the past two weeks have led a few to reconsider Hezbollah's arms as an issue that no longer constitutes a Lebanese-Lebanese priority in light of the unfolded international and regional stances, notably the American policies toward the Middle East. As a result, these few do not wish to become scapegoats for regional and international understandings or confrontations. However, the Arab decision makers have contradictory information about the concocted plans related to the American Israeli relations with Iran and Syria, which implies that these relations are classified randomly at times and strategically at others. 

On the one hand, there are those who are eager to participate in formulating the so-called "Grand Deal," which entails American and security guarantees for Iran in addition to Syrian-Israeli understandings, all of which are based on maintaining regimes, recognizing their continuity and refraining from isolating them.

Others, on the other hand, refer to the actual steps taken by American officials to militarily strike Iran following certain future surprises on the Iraqi front. Still, others rule out an American strike against Iran, claiming that the weakest link, in reference to Syria, is likely to receive such a blow. This opinion is based on the conviction that any talk about Syrian-Israeli peace to return the Golan Heights to Syria is simply aimed at deflecting attention away from the Israeli scandals and that Hezbollah's arms constitute the core proposition in Syria's peace with Israel. Consequently, the understanding or confrontation must take into consideration the deep interdependence between Syria's peace and Hezbollah's arms.

Qatar, the Arab ministerial committee and the Arab League Secretary General Amr Moussa deserve to be congratulated for the breakthrough they achieved; for the Doha Agreement the Lebanese leaders have eventually concluded. This is one of the rare instances when Arab leaderships take the initiative to resolve irremediable problems, oversee painstaking negotiations and reach an agreement whose details were shaped by country leaders, as did the Emir of Qatar, Sheikh Hamad bin Khalifa Al-Thani, and Prime Minister, Hamad bin Jassim Al-Thani.

Qatar's positions on the Lebanese question were not always this positive. Even at the onset of the last crisis when Hezbollah surrounded the airport and led a coup against the Lebanese authority, the Qatari leadership described from Damascus this development as a domestic Lebanese matter. But following the siege of Beirut and Hezbollah's military break into Mount Lebanon, Qatar reconsidered its position and initiated its move at the helm of a ministerial committee with Arab authorization and Saudi and Egyptian blessing.

This is the second rescue led by Sheikh Hamad bin Jassim. As a matter of fact, during the July War two years ago, he headed to New York and helped formulate the ceasefire resolution between Hezbollah and Israel. Back then, Qatar played its role as a Security Council member state. That Security Council Resolution 1701 reconfirmed the Resolution 1559 that drove the Syrian army out of Lebanon and highlighted the need to dismantle and disarm all Lebanese and non-Lebanese militias. The Resolution 1701 ordered states not to supply arms to any party in Lebanon except for the Lebanese government. In this respect, the reports on the implementation of the said resolution underlined the role of Syria and Iran in violating the embargo, as they continued to arm Hezbollah and other factions operating in Lebanon.

That resolution also discussed the means to resolve the Shebaa Farms issue and supported Siniora's 7-point proposition which called for putting Shebaa Farms in the custody of the United Nations pending Syrian agreement to delineate borders with Lebanon. If these farms turn out to be Lebanese, then their liberation will be a Lebanese responsibility. But if they prove to be Syrian, then Hezbollah will lose its pretext of maintaining its arms for the sake of the resistance. That resolution set the conditions for the ceasefire that Hezbollah sought after it entered its war with Israel, and Sheikh Hamad bin Jassim played a direct role in saving Hezbollah from its so-called "divine victory" even when its loss equaled Israel's.

The rescue mission in the Doha Agreement is different and can be perhaps described as a rescue from the quasi-military victory that Hezbollah achieved when it directed its weapons domestically at the Lebanese. Hezbollah was surprised by two primary factors; the first was military when it suffered heavy losses as it broke into the homes of the Druze in the mountain, and it was in for a major and unexpected surprise; the second surprise was the no-war decision taken by the March 14 leaders when they refused to respond to Hezbollah's call for civil war, leaving the party alone in declaring a war against its own people. In effect, this is a second rescue for Hezbollah. It is now time to think of the means to rescue it from other adventures or mistakes to which its arms may lead. This would be the biggest challenge for the Qatari efforts.

The Doha Agreement achieved political victories for Hezbollah and Syria. It gave the Hezbollah-led opposition the veto power in the government, thus providing the party with the means and tools to control the fate of its weapons. The opposition now has the blocking third it needs to obstruct the government's decisions. It possesses 11 ministers against sixteen for the majority and three for the consensus president-to-be General Michel Suleiman whose election is expected next Sunday amidst Arab and international presence. The issue of Hezbollah's arms is not discussed in the context of disarmament or integration into the Lebanese army, but rather, in the context of launching dialogue over the relationship between the state and organized groups.

The Doha Agreement represented a political victory for the Lebanese, as the Qatari diplomacy snatched from the concerned parties a commitment to refrain from using armed violence to achieve political gains and prohibited any recourse to arms and violence in such a way that maintains the national partnership agreement. In addition, the security and military authority was restricted to the Lebanese as a guarantee of the formula of coexistence. Moreover, the Qatari diplomacy secured commitments to uphold the law, respect the sovereignty of the state over all its territories in order to eliminate the sanctuaries for fugitive outlaws. As for the so-called "gift" of ending the sit-in in downtown Beirut, as declared the Speaker Nabih Berri, who also happens to be part of the opposition, it is nothing but a natural consequence of the Doha Agreement.

If the Doha Agreement is to evolve from a breakthrough into an achievement, then the Qatari leadership must use its influence with Hezbollah, Syria, Iran, and Israel to accomplish the following:

*Convince Hezbollah that the opportunity has come for it to voluntarily "give up" its weapons in an initiative that will place it in a more progressive position in contrast to disarmament.

*Pressure Syria to present to the UN the Shebaa Farms ownership documents the international organization has been demanding for a while in order to verify whether the territory is Lebanese or Syrian. Syria's persistent refusal to deliver the documents and to delineate the borders with Lebanon must be confronted with Arab insistence - and Qatari support - that the time has truly come to stop creating conflicts over the ownership of these farms.

*Qatar's responsibility does not only lie in following up the implementation of the Doha Agreement, but also the implementation of Resolution 1701, especially that it had participated in its formulation. This demands a fully clear message to Syria and Iran that it is their obligation to respect Lebanon's sovereignty and the state's authority and to stop arming militias and manipulating Lebanon's destiny.

*Thanks to its relationship with Israel, Qatar can explicitly or implicitly demand Israel to withdraw from the Shebaa Farms so that the territory can be transferred to UN custody.

Hence, irrespective of whether the Syrian-Israeli negotiations culminate in an imminent withdrawal from the Golan or on the contrary stall and falter, the Shebaa Farms have taken a different dimension and must no longer be subjected to the Syrian-Israeli relations, as the Syrian government wishes. As per the recent Doha Agreement, the Shebaa Farms issue must be addressed so as to provide the new Lebanese president and government with the power and tools needed to exercise authority over all the Lebanese territories. When elected on Sunday, General Michel Suleiman will bear an historic responsibility, especially that he was initially the candidate of both the opposition and Syria before they turned against him when he became the candidate of the majority. In addition, Suleiman played a controversial role in his capacity as army commander over the past two weeks, which raised many question marks. Therefore, he is put to the hardest test and has to act accordingly.

The new president and prime minister will bear a responsibility that demands regional and international support. While they remain under scrutiny, neither of them controls the fate of the international tribunal intended to punish the culprits behind the political assassinations. Consequently, the Qatari diplomacy has to honestly tell all concerned parties that this issue is out of its hands and accordingly, it has no power to influence the legal path of the tribunal destined to try all culprits responsible for terrorist acts. 

This phase which fluctuates between optimism about breakthroughs and pessimism about coming wars is preparatory, hence the incredibly divergent information available to the senior officials of various governments in touch with different western capitals.

Lebanon is a battleground and an indicator of what is to come to the region because the players are regional and international powers jostling for influence in the Middle East and striving to win the graces of superpowers, especially the United States. Turkey is trying to be involved in that grand deal in the Middle East primarily through the Israeli-Syrian gate although its eye remains on Iraq and Iran. While participating at the World Economic Forum at Sharm el-Sheikh, Turkey's Foreign Minister Ali Babacan unequivocally refused to reveal whether the Turkish mediation was exclusively limited to the bilateral relations between Syria and Israel and to the issue of the Golan Heights, or whether it also involved Lebanon's status in the Syrian-Israeli relations.

For his part, Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Alexander Sultanov acknowledged that Moscow's proposals over the American-Iranian relations constitute components for that Grand Deal. He said that the basic idea was to offer Iran a positive alternative to reassure it that there were no security threats to its regime. He added that the real content of the proposal was to promote security cooperation in the region, involving the US, Russia, and the international community instead of insisting on ceasing communications with Iran over its nuclear program or its role in Iraq. Russia, therefore, wants to enter through the Iranian gate.

On the other hand, there are those who say: Beware of assuming that the George W. Bush administration has decided to retreat and accept matters as they are imposed on the ground by Iran in Iraq or in Lebanon, whether on the nuclear or the regional levels. One of the senior officials endorsing this view refers to a sufficient window of opportunity between next November at the end of the presidential elections and January of the following year when the new president is inaugurated. He says that this window of opportunity will generate surprises on the Iraqi front and will include actions on the Iranian front if Tehran continues to assume that the lame duck administration presents it with the opportunity to impose realities in Iraq or Lebanon.

A few complicated issues need to be radically settled if the region is to be spared unpleasant surprises. Today, the Qatari mediation is the Arab gate, with Arab consent, to resolve the Lebanese crisis. If the Qatari Prime Minister Sheikh Hamad bin Jassim has his eye on the Nobel Peace Prize, his challenge will be to transform the breakthrough into a real achievement for Lebanon and the region. We wish him the best of luck if he decides to bear the burden of that achievement.
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